point was approximately 2 feet from the tail pulley (Tr. 70-71). Addition-
ally, it appears that belt tension adjustments were made at the tail pulley
(Tr. 181).

The best available evidence in the record indicates that an individual
would have been required to either lie prone on the floor or assume
an extremely low kneeling position with his trunk virtually parallel  to the
floor in order to reach up underneath the guard and above  the belt in an
attempt to achieve contact with the pinch point.     It should be noted  that
such action would have been necessary to obtain exposure  to the pinch point
even after the citation was abated   (see Exhs.  0-4,   0-5,   Tr.  121-122,  124,
131, 229).     There would have been no reason for a person to attempt such a
feat during the normal course of his work.    A man working around the  tail
pulley would not fall or kneel and subsequently stretch his arm up under-
neath the frame and into the pinch point.

The pinch point was guarded on November 29,  1978,  by a guard installed
on  the east side of the tail pulley.     Elements of  the conveyor framework
provided additional guarding (Tr.  122,  126,  131-132,  183-184,  187,  209-210,
217-219,  Exhs.  0-4,   0-5,  0-11).    To abate the citation,   the Respondent
installed guards across the top and the end of the tail pulley.     The
existing guard along the east side of the  tail pulley was replaced with a
somewhat larger one (Exhs.  0-4,  0-5, 0-6,  0-11;  Tr.   209-210).     The new
guard installed on the east side of the tail pulley extended approximately
as far downward as the old one.    The best available evidence in the record
indicates that the guarding installed to abate the citation allowed the same
access  to the pinch point as existed prior to November 29,  1978  (Tr.   124,
126,   131, 209-210).

As relates to Citation No.  368849,  the crusher operator would,  on occa-
sion, use the walkway on the north side to merely walk past  the  tail pulley
(Tr.  72-73,  146).    No maintenance would have been performed near the pinch
point while  the belt was in operation (Tr.  165).     A large nut passed  through
the frame at the end of the tail pulley and was used to adjust belt tension
(Tr.   165-166,  192,  195,  196,  199).     It was not possible for a maintenance
man adjusting the belt tension to achieve contact with the pinch point  (Tr.
165-166).     In order to achieve contact with the pinch point,   an employee
would have been required to lie on the floor and place his hand  through an
extremely small opening at the bottom of the frame and reach upward   (compare
Exh.   0-7 with Exh. 0-9).    An employee,  in the normal course of his duties
around the tail pulley,  would never have performed such a feat  (Tr.  157).
Nor does it appear that an individual would have fallen down,   placed his
arm under the frame and reached upward (Tr.  157).

In order to abate the citation,   the Respondent installed a guard across
the top of the tail pulley and across the end of the  tail  pulley.     The latter
guard did not cover all of the tail pulley.     Rather,   it extended only approxi-
mately one-fifth of the distance from the top of the conveyor frame to the
floor  (Exh.  0-12,  Tr.  222-224;  compare Exh.  0-7 with Exh.  0-8).     The guard
along  the north side of the tail pulley was replaced with a smaller guard.
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